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JUDICTAL PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION

CHAIRMAN:

Judge Wm. Temrell Hodges
Unitgd States District Coun
Middle [istrict of Florida

MEMBERS;

Judge John F. Kcenan

Uniled States District Court
Southern Thistrigt of Mow Yark

Judge 3. Lowel| Jensen
LInited States District Courl
Worthermn istried of Califmia

Judge I Frederick Mol
United States Distriet Courl

.Tudgc Kobent L. Miller, Jr,
United States District Court
Northern Distncl of Indiaba

Judge Katheyn H. Vratil
Uwitad States District Court
District of Kansas

Judge David R. Hangcn
Untled States Court of Appeals

DIRECT REPLY 1(:

Michuel I. Beck

Clerk of the Panel

Dae Colunbus Cirele, NE

Thurgood Marshall Federal
Judiciary Building

Room (3-255, North Lobhy
Washington, D.C, 20002

Eigchth Citeuit Telephone: [202] 502-2800
Fax:

Dhigtrict of Maryland 202) 5022800
W oMy sdortt v,
: —ECyEn RPN
October 14, 2004 M WA

Bruce Rifkin, Clerk

215 William Kenzo Nakamura 0CT 1 8 2004
L8, Courthouse

700 Stewart Strect AT RERT

Seattle, WA 98101-1290 N LM S
m ' el BT

R,

Re: MDL-1407 — In re Phenylpropanolamine (PPA) Products Liability Litigation
(See Attached Sehedule of Actions)

Dear M, Ritkin:

T am enclosing a certified copy and additional copies of a conditional remand order filed on September 28, 2004,
The order was entered pursuant to 28 U.8.C. § 1407(a) which provides that "{E]ach action so transferred by the Puncl shall
be remanded by the Panel at or before the conclusion of such pretrial proceedings to the distriet from which it was
transferred....”

Plcase note that transmittal of the order was stayed fllcen (15) days to give any party opposing rémand an
opporlunily to file such opposition. The fifteen-day period has now ¢lapsed, no opposition has been reecived, and the order
18 being sent to you for filing.

Pursuant to Rule 7.6(g) of the Rules o Procedure of the Judicial Panel on Multidistriet Litigation, 199 F.R.D. 425,
438 (2001), parties are to fumish you with a stipulation ot desighation of the contents of th¢ records to be remanded and
all necessary copies of any pleading or other malter filed to ehable you to comply with the remand order,

Very truly,

Michazel I. Beck

Clerk of the Panel
K B - = 41

DeputiCleek
Enclosure

ces Transferee Judge:
Transferor Clerlks:

Judge Barbara Jacobs Rothstein

David J. Maland, Denise Lucks, J. Michacl MeMahon, J.T. Noblin, James Bonini,
Jeffrey A. Apperson, John Brubaker, Joseph W. Skupniewitz, Karen 8, Mitcheli,
Kevin F. Rowe, Lawrence Talamo, Loretta GG, Whyte, Luther D), Thomas,
Michacl E. Kunz, Michael N. Milby, Patricia L. McNutt, Perry D, Mathis,
PhilipB. Lombardi, Richatd Sletten, Robert 1. Shemwell, Sherri R. Carler
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IR e w1



_ o -
1

T

LA
e

. ' FUFT premsesr—"
A CEH'FI%?EDZ%JE%(%%O?_EJR Document 3044.....«E“|1I@[;%g_1___|021§8f423% P3ge 2 A anEL on

e B e T ULTIDIS TRICT LITIGATICN

| QLT 18 2004 SEP 28 2004
0CT 14 2001 FiLED
. SR HuIon, CLERK'S OFFICE

FOR THE JUDICIAL PAREL
MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION

DOCKET NO. 1407
BEFORE THE JUDICIAL PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION
IN RE PHENYLPROPANOLAMINE (PPA)} PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION
(SEE ATTACHED SCHEDULE)

CONDITIONAL REMAND ORDER

The transferee court in this litigation has advised the Panel that coordinated or consolidated pretrial proceedings
in the actions listed on the attached schedule assigned to it have been completed and that remand of the actions
to the transferor courts, as provided in 28 U,5.C. §1407(a), is appropriate.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the actions listed on the atrached schedule be remanded to their respective
transferor courts.

IT IS ALSO ORDERED that pursuant to Rule 7.6 of the Rules of Procedure of the Judjcial Panel on
Multidistrict Litigation, 199 F.R.D, 425, 436-38 (2001}, the transmittal of this order to the transferee clerk for
filing shal] be stayed fifteen days from the dale of this order and if any party files a Notice of Opposition with
the Clerk of the Panel within this fifteen-day period, the stay will be continued until further order of the Panel.
This order does not become effective until it is filed 1o the office of the Clerk for the United States District
Court for the Western District of Washington.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that, pursuant to Rule 7.6(g), R P.J.P.M.L., and coinciding with the effective date
of this order, the parties shall furnish the Clerk for the Western District of Washington with a stipulation or
designation of the contents of the record to be remanded and furnish said Clerk all necessary copies of any
pleadings or other matter filed so as to enable said Clerk to comply with the order of remand.

FOR THE PANEL:

\
Inasmuch as tio objection is w 0 : {Qﬁ..;_.é._

pending at this time, the Michael J. Beck
stay is lifted, Clerk of the Panel
0CT 14 20!

CLERK'S OFFICE
JUDICIAL FANEL OM
MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION
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PAGE1OF 3
SCHEDULE FOR CONDITIONAL REMAND ORDER
DOCKET NO. 1407
IN RE PHENYLPROPANOLAMINE (PPA) PRODUCTS LIABILITY LITIGATION

~« TRANSFEREE --- -—TRANSFEROR -
DIST. DIV, C.ANO, DIST. DIV, C.ANO. CASE CAPTION

WAW 2 01-1683 AIN 2 O01-2101  Erhel Pearl (Gedsden M:dda'ﬂon etc. V. Baver Carp

t Opposed 10/14/04

WAW 2 021510 ALN 2 021204  Rushie Hull v. Bayer Corp.
WAW 2 (02418 ALN 3 01-1294  Kenneth Bevis, ef al v. Glaxosmithkline Corp., el al.

i -Corpretel Opposed 10/14/04
W&W—Z—Q&-ﬁﬂ——*&ﬁ—S—B&Hﬁ?—mﬂmnﬁf-&mnﬂr—H&dﬁ—hm—#ﬂ% Opposed 10/14/04

orp. Opposed 10/13/4M4
W&H—-%H——&G—-&—%&B%E—ﬁ@mmr%mrﬁ%ﬂm”ﬁmﬁmﬁmﬁ Opposed 10/14/04
WA ———CA 22— 318389 Beirrer-Hutl v Thompyon-Medicat-Cofresetwk: Opposed 10/13/(4

WAW 2 012132 CAC 2 019391  Iwone Denson v. Bayer Corp.

WAW 2 02.897 CAC 2 01-8404  Rick Casanova, et al. v. Vony Companies, Inc.
%We%mr&mrﬁﬂqﬁw Opposed 10/13/04

- Opposcd 10/13/04

WAW 2 02-765 CAC 2 02995 Drmna ("raraav Bayer Coip., ef al
WAW 2 02-766 caC 2 029w Jason Kenterson, et al. v. Bayer Corp.
WAN——62=R99—CAC— 801050 Mursfmrbreher ot al v Wiitehnti-Robinsvtal. Opposed 10/14/04
AW — 23— 23 -G —— 01 ——Lonr - Sherwomi v e ievn-HemeProducts Corp: Opposad 10/14/04
WAVt a30— —CAT {16 390—Rober ottt ol r—Horer-Crrpeful. Opposed 1014/04

Wb 2 — Q22— B —— 0256t Carterctaiv—fuyer-Corprmetat: Qpposed 10/13/04
WAW—2—027H—CAE—2— 012045 SamirerEspinozav—Hhirehl-Rovinsernt Opposcd 10/14/04

; - Opposed 10/14/04
WAW 2 (2-1261 CT 3 02628 Linda King-Ci orbm ef .:1? v. SmithKline Beecham Corp.

WAW 2 (Q2-1262 GAN 1 02-833 Svivia Smith, ete. v. Novartis, AQ, of al.
W-Wvﬂwwﬁd—wﬂmmﬂwﬁuﬁwﬁw Opposed 10/14/04

= Opposed 10/14/04
WBWHH—O%G‘—PMWHMMWW Oppcsed lOr’l?:iOJl

WAW 2 02262 LAFE 2 01-3549  James Roundiree v. Bayer Corp.

WAW 2 (2-343 LAE 2 (01-38346  Roy Milton Forest, Jr., et al. v. Bayer Corp.

WAW 2 01-1754 LAM 3 (D1-512 Joseph Darville, et ul. v. Novartis Pharmaceuticals, Inc.
WAW 2 01-1647 LAM 3 Q1678 Ruth Stevensan, ef al. v. Novartis Consumer Health, Inc., et al.
WAW 2 012106 LAM 3 01-860 Alten Alexander, et al. v. Bayer Corp.

WAW 2 01-2107 LAM 3 (1-86] Lucille Wolfe, et al v. Bayer Corp., et al.

waw 2 01-2111 TLAM 3 01-872 Joseph D. McGee, Sv, et al. v. Buyer Corp., et ai,

WAW 2 012156 LAM 3 0194 Fivign Spears, et al. v. Novartis Pharmacenticals Corp., et al
WAW 2 01-2157 LAM 3 01941 Kathleen Clark, ef ¢l v. Bayer Corp.

WAW 2 01.2]58 LAM 3 (1942 Gloria Coleman, elc. v.'Bayver Corp,

WAW 2 012159 LAM 3  01.943 Grover C. Harvison, Jr. v. Baver Corp.

WA 02-545———EM—3—02-49—-—Richard-Eofemuv—fiayer Corp. Opposed 10/13/04

= Clpposced 10/14/04

WA W —2—81-2665— b"% 1 ei%HrTﬁmthHﬂyﬂ‘&vT' ' 4 Opposed 10/13/04
WAW 2 012096 LAW | 01.2091  Cecil McKey, et al. v. Bayer Corp.
WAW 2 (2-1520 LAW 1 02479 Clemontine Rivers v. Bayer Corp.

WAW—2—012087F—EAW—2 612093 Freston-Stemmomn-v—fayer-Gorpr Opposcd 10/13/04
WAW 2 02-1521 LAW 2 02-816 Jinmy R. Flentken, er al. v. Bayer Corp.

WAW—2—81796—EAW—3— 6+t F6T—Hobby-Gray v-Iayer-Corpretat Opposed 10/14/04
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— TRANSFEREE —  -— TRANSFEROR ---
DIST. DIV. CANO. DISI. DIV. CAN(O. CASE CAFTION

WA (2. TH—FAW———O =209 5—Eima-SpifiersetalveAmerican-Home-Produets-Corp- Opposed 10/14/04
WAW—3—01-2099—FAW-—3— 012007 SandraFoungefc—v—Bayer-Corg: Opposed 10/13/04

WAW 2 012165 LAW 3  01-2395  Albert flenderson, et al. v. Bayer Corp.
WAW 2 02-792 LAW 3 (2-154 Mary Lowuise Hunnicutr v. Novartis Corp.
WAW 2 (1-1407 LAW 5 (1-522 Carolyn Yoakuwm v. Novartis Corp., et al.
WAW 2 01-2060 LAW 35 (1-1489  Diane Thomas, et al. v. Bayer Corp., et al.
WAW 2 01-1649 LAW 5 (1-1598  Vera Goins v. Baver Corp., et al.

WAW 2  01-2048 LAW 5 Q1-1744  Pinkie Ruffin v. Bayer Corp., ct al.

VA3 6 — A N—F— 12— Georgev—Bayer-Corpetul: Opposed 10/14/04

WAW 2 01-2169 LAW 5 01-2224  Ron £ Allegretto, 2t al. v. GlaxoSmithKline, et al.

WAW 2 02275 LAW 5 01.2437  Aiberr H Macon, et al. v. Buyer Corp.

WAW 2 02-550 LAW 5 Q1-2507  Shonnen Dudley v. Novartiz Consumer flealth, Inc., et ol
WAW 2 02-1524 LAW 35 02470 Gladys Russ v. Bayer Carp.

WAW 2 021174 LAW 5 02-522 Zula Flunter v. Buyer Corp., ef al,

WAW 2 011756 LAW & 0l-858 Linda Vizena, et al. v. Novartis Corp., et al.

WAW 2 01.2103 LAW 6 01-2141 Michael Mitchell, et al. v. Bayer Corp., et al.

WAW—3 Bl’iiaﬂ—hw*—ﬁ—ﬂﬂﬁ—ﬂjwﬁ%wﬂfﬁhﬂﬂyﬂw Opposed 10/13/04

WA — eI il AW — 33 B——Frrife-Pirer—Bayer- Gy Opposad 10/13/04
WAW 2 (02-34 LAW 6 01-243%9  Kuathy Emmm atal v anei Corp., ef ol
AW =233 —— NN Gt B irtricia A Medingete—v—FuverCorpetat: Opposed 10/13/04
WAW 2 0235 MN 0 Q01-2122 Tammy Taylor v. Bristol-Myers Squihb Co,

WAW 2 02-1862 MN 0 02-1120  Michael Hoovver, et al. v. SmithKline Beecham Corp., ef al.

WAW 2 022602 MN 0 02-3813  Kathy C Jofinson, eic. v. Baver Corp.

YA — O3 0—ME— 33— =30+ EyonsvHaper-Comsumer-Gave Opposed 10/13/04

WAW 2 02-36 M3S 4 01-353 James H. Witliams v. Novariiy Consumer Health, Inc,

VoAW—2—B 25— M S=——at—H=3F——Borki-Menithctc—~v—fayer-Comsumer-Sare. Qpposed 10/13/04
-WAW 2 012091 MSS 5 01-309 Rana J. Averill v. Schering-Plough Healthcare Praducts, Ine,

WAW— 22—t NCE—F - H0—daron Hictor-Murtin-Fryar—ef-al—v—Novartis-Consemmer-bealih—tneetal

Opposed 10/14/04
WAW 2 (02-1528 NCM 1 02345 Jane Anderson, ot al. v. Perriga Co., Ine., et al.

WAW 2 01-1757 NE 4 01-3090  Ruessell Outz v. Novartis Consumer Hea!th Inc.
AW — 2t N3t Maria F-GrazioreretwlvrAmerican HomeProducte-Corpetaf Opposed 10/14/04

W3 Nt i G4 FrhrtrfStevens—etulvomericrn-Heome-Products Corpretml Opposcd 10/14/04
WAW 2 021265 WNYS 1 02-884 Juan 4. Gutierrez v. Buyer Corp.
W—Q&%&Hﬁ—q—wq—ﬁrmm%&v—%ﬁ?&ﬂﬂ—ﬂm Opposed 10/14/04

» Cpposed 10/14/404

WAW 2 (21535 OHS 2 02469 Matthew John Di‘auwna' V. Buyer Carp.
WA — 22— OS85 2 —RatherireF—Srumwellvic—v—Bayer-Corpr Opposed 10/13/04
WAW 2 02-2023 QKN 4 02-502 Wanda Meyer v. Novartis C(msumer Health, Inc., et al.
= Opposcd 10/13/04

WAW 2  01-17538  PAE 2 01-1567 Dmm.fa’ M:t'hae! Dunm-v Navarrrs Consumer Heu!t}z inc, etal

> Opposed 10/14/04
W-—Z—Bbiﬁﬁﬁ—ﬁ&—?—ﬁt—&ﬂﬂ—ﬁmﬁmﬁﬂp—&nm—etﬁwm 0pp05ed lﬂi 13/04
WAW 1 01-18%) THE 1 017 Janet Cotter, et al. v, Novartis Consumer Health, inc., et al.
W%ﬂ%mw%ﬂmmﬁmﬁnﬂmﬁm—## Opposed 10/14/04
WAW—2 83— TAE— 0872~ Panl Kethyeti—vDBuyerCorpetai- Opposed 10/14/04
WAW 2 02.1868 TXE 6 02-263 G I.rﬁ‘on Wayne Tabuuv Navartz.s AG, et al.

0M-47 Kelley Hmwzrd v. Schermg Pfaugh Corp.

2

WAW 2 02.372 TXN 01-2648  Lonnie J. Roberts v. Smithkdine Beecham Corp.
2
2

1
3

02-2026 TXN 5 02-150 Tracey Noble v. Novartis Pharmeaceuticals Corp., et al.
3 01-519 Karen Sue Tannher v. Novarfis Consumer Flealth, Inc.

01-1883 TXS
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- TRANSFEREE — - TRANSFEROR —
DIST. DIV. CANO. DIST. DIV. C.ANO. CASE CAPTION

WAW 2 02-1547*% KYW 3 01-753 Pasl Ihuffer v. Novartis Pharmaceuticals Corp., et al.

WAW 2 02-1548* KYW 3 01-753 Donald L. Morris, eie. v. GloxoSmithKline, PLC, er al,

WAWwW 2 03-1375*  KYE 5 01-456 Pamela Huggins v. Bayer Corp.

PO —2—03- 13— NW——— 29— Mihdredores-vAnerican Home Products Opposcd 10/14/04
WAW 2 03-1391* CAMN 3 014181  Kathleen Gloricse v. Buver Corp,

WAW 2 03-2103* MSS 4 {01-169 Edna M. Bamett v. Bayer Corp., et al.

PR — 22—t W —— =237 Rivimrd—FPowers v hitehafRobins—etwt Opposed 10/14/04
WAW—3— 02555 WIW— 33— 82-66—Fermy+—Boakv—Aayer Eorp- Opposed 10/13/04

WAW 2 02-1268 WIW 3 (278 Lindu R. Grover v. SmithKline Beecham Consumer Healthcare, ot al

*WAW case mumber assigned after severance order was issued in W.I, Washington




